
•

Jo
;; I

.. Klamath County 9-1-1 Communications A~~~b~ECOPYORIGINAL
P.D. Box 999, Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601 • (503) 884-4876 • FAX (503) 884-6920

Subject : Comments on Docket 92-23S
;.)..

March 3, 1993

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, Suite 222
Washington. DC 20554

REC[~VED

MARa 1993

FCC - MAIL ROOM

Sam Hamilton
Executive Director

RECEIVED

IMAR :: 8'1993
FEDERALCOMWNICATI\)NSWi~MISSION

CfFICE OfTHE StCRt1Ah'f

Dear Commissioner:

I am the Executive Directa of a regional communicatons center located in Southern
Oregon. I have responsibility fa-providing radio dispatch service to nineteen (19)
pyblic safety agencies spread across 6,000 square miles of highly mountainous
terrain._ I am concerned that some of the provisions contained in this docket would
seriously jepardize our ability to render life saving assistance.

I. MIGRATION

A. It appears that most, if not all, existing racio equipment will be made obsolete
by the requirements. If this is true, it is imperative that local systems have the ability to
spread new equipment purchases out over a period of years. During this transition.
interoperability between new and old equipment would be paramount.

1. Lack of interoperability would place a financial burden on local agencies
that may be too great to bear. At a minumum, it would require a maja shift in
resources that would diminish their effectiveness.

II. EFFECTIVE RADIATED POWER BASED ON HEIGHT ABOVE TERRAIN

A. Section 88.429 is simply not wakable given our service area.

1. Due to topography, nearly every available antenna site in our area
exceeds the maximum listed in Table C-3, thus limiting our ERP at each
site to 5 watts.

2. There would be no realistic means for us to compensate fa the reduction
in coverage. It would require expensive development of numerous new
sites, managed by the United States Forest Service. This would run
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3. Assuming that sufficient sites could be devefoped, the cost of equipping
them would be prohibitive.

As you consider Docket 92-235, please bear in mind the need for affordable and
rMbie radio communications by public safety agencies.

Sincerely,

~~
Sam HamBton, Director


